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Lhivg alt‘hducrh the ’l4t'h Sectrdn of the act. of 1846 chaptel 242,
amhome the comm’l swnars Of lottéries'to plade the Carroll county

Aot in any ‘contract to be thérealter made for the drﬂwmfr of the
Consolidated Lotteries ot Maryland, yet as the’ exnatmg con‘(ract
to expire on the 1st of’ ’Decembe lva wak entered into prior to
the confirmation of thé act of 1646 it is witnifest to your commit-
tee, that the Lottery ¢ Gdnnﬁmmionew were Wisely . provident of the
rerest ‘of"the State in the contract whi¢h they have made—for
bv %0 aomg rheg have ef}ectual.v <ru'uded the revenue of the State
so mutch en Yngered by the (/aer“ Caunty Lptth:y rant -they
Bavee secdred for that grant the ‘imniediate 'enjoyment of all [ the
rights infended to be confened upon it by the legislature, they
Yave preserved inviolate the present confract, and they have de-
piived the commmissioners of the Carroll roumy grant of the power
of destrovi ng the revenue of the State heréafter to be derived from
tbls systen.

 The contract heretofore undet cons]derauon is not of value
mﬂdw as raising a larget revenue than hag'ever before been pro-
tieed by the louery sy Qtem but because it. has saved the system
ftoin a tnost mminent’ dangél which WOUIJ have left the State
expofed (o all its evils Wlthout any of the benefits resulting
feorn 't

fowould be desirable therefore on every account not to disturb
the'coniract, particutarly as it would lay the State under a moral
bbHanion (o teturn the money which has been advanced upon it

to-the-Commissioners df Lotteries 10t the. Carroll county graat,
dhiounfing fo 412,000, provided it can be supportcd in’ law as
ﬂ’(mnniv 4 it is sustained by expediency.

But one objection has been urged agamst it, ‘that the Clomumis-
doncrs of Lottems have no aitthoril ty to''put Ihe Carroll county
grant in the Consolidated Lotteries, and that the basis consequent-
}y of rho r whole action fails.

The committee think that th? 1dth secdon of the grant can
riean bothing ©lse than that the Comumissioners should put ‘the
»rr’m.f in ihe Consolidated system provided the consentof the Car-

Cominissioners could be obtained. |

f or-twelve years every private’ grant was made to ‘take that di-
reet on. ind the siinple reference to the Commissioners of Lotteries,
wiro are charged with no other dm\, than that of drawing and
M u.n'f"tlm Consolidated Lotteries, would “almost necessarily
It 7o the mfcnenfe, tha' they weie to embiace this grant wnh the
res;.

THers wits N0 reaso for m’akmg any excepnon in regard to it,
aad the direction to 'the Comnissioners to include ‘the sale
of the tckets 1o the ’_Cm‘-roi[‘ county grant in the next
C'én'rizc"‘ HERE 'suoceptmie of “no other reasonable construc-
tion. Ve only way of raising jnoney runder a Lottery ' privilege
is by-the sale of its lxmeh, and “this pmilmre is the one which the
gmmeve nart with when it fs embraced in the contract.” . :

In what particular’ then when the sale of its tickets had passed
to the contractor, would this grant differ (rom all the other con-

soltdated grants.



